In this work, an exhaustive study of the calculation of micropore and mesopore volumes with α s -plot method as proposed by Professor Sing is carried out. The method is critically compared with other similar methods such as the Dubinin-Radushkevich, t-plot and those based on density functional theory (DFT). For comparison purposes, several nanoporous materials with different chemical properties were selected. The analysis was segregated into three categories: (i) microporous materials, in which the analyzed samples are activated carbons (ACs) with different pore-size distributions, a single-walled carbon nanotube (SWNT) and a zeolite (MS5A); (ii) mesoporous materials, including ordered mesoporous carbons (CMK-3) and ordered mesoporous siliceous materials (MCM-41 and SBA-15); and (iii) micro-mesoporous materials, in which pillared clays (PILCs) obtained with different metals (Al, Si, Fe and Zr) were studied. To apply the α s -plot method, several standard isotherms previously reported by other authors were considered for the analysis of microporous and mesoporous materials. Furthermore, a series of four reference materials for PILCs were synthesized and their high-resolution nitrogen adsorption isotherms were measured and reported. The results obtained by the α s -plot method are consistent with those obtained by DFT methods. This consistency highlights the importance of the use of this reliable and versatile method, where the correct selection of the standard isotherm is the most critical aspect to be considered.
INTRODUCTION
Nanoporous materials are those materials with pore sizes below 100 nm (Lu and Zhao 2004) and include the microporous (pore sizes below 2 nm) and mesoporous materials (with pore sizes between 2 and 50 nm). Developments made in theoretical and experimental fields related to nanoporous materials have motivated several studies in recent years (Thommes 2010) , which have reported the application of these materials in different fields, such as drug delivery (Wang 2009 ), adsorption of pollutants (Carabineiro et al. 2011; Gil et al. 2011) , heterogeneous catalysis (Corma and García 2002; Oliveira et al. 2008; García Blanco et al. 2011) , gas storage and separation (Guan et al. 2008; Kockrick et al. 2010; Solar et al. 2010 ) among others.
The behaviour of porous materials in each of these applications strongly depends on their physicochemical properties, a fact that shows the need to develop techniques to assess those properties in the most reliable way. In this sense, it has been found that textural properties such as specific surface area, pore volumes and pore-size distribution are important factors to be considered while designing new materials as well as in their potential applications (Corma and García 2002; García Blanco et al. 2010; Kockrick et al. 2010 ). Among the various characterization techniques available, gas adsorption has shown to be adequate to determine these properties for microporous and mesoporous materials (Gregg and Sing 1982; Rouquerol et al. 1999; Thommes 2010) . However, assessing microporosity is not an easy task. As a result, several methods and models have been proposed, with each method presenting different assumptions, physical criteria or application ranges, resulting in underestimation or overestimation of the final results in some cases.
The first adsorption studies (Langmuir 1916; Brunauer et al. 1938) were devoted to determine the monolayer capacity for evaluating the specific surface area of porous solids. In 1947 and 1955, Dubinin and colleagues provided evidence that the mechanism of physisorption in very narrow pores (which they termed as micropores) is not the same as in wider pores or on the open surface (Sing 1998) . They then derived a semi-empirical expression to evaluate the micropore volume of porous solids (Dubinin 1960) . Later, Lippens and de Boer (1965) developed an empirical method based on the use of the adsorbed layer thickness (termed as t) on a non-porous material in order to construct a plot of the amount adsorbed on a determined sample as a function of t by obtaining the denominated t-plot. The isotherm obtained from this non-porous material was termed as standard isotherm and the adsorbed layer thickness, t, can be obtained by the Brunauer-Emmett-Teller (BET) theory (Brunauer et al. 1938) . For an unknown sample, the selected standard isotherm should present a constant C value (BET equation) similar to that of the analyzed one. It is known that the BET model produces good results when the isotherm is Type II (Sing et al. 1985) ; however, in some cases, important deviations from this model can occur and the application of t-plot method could give erroneous values.
A modification of the t-plot method named α s -plot was proposed by Sing (1968) , who first indicated that the knowledge of the numerical thickness is irrelevant because the aim is only to compare the shape of the isotherm of the material under study with that of the standard isotherm. Sing proposed to replace the monolayer capacity as normalizing factor by the amount adsorbed at a pre-selected relative pressure, i.e. 0.4. Furthermore, with the aim of obtaining reliable results using the α s -plot method, he proposed to select a standard isotherm obtained from a material free of pores, especially micropores, with chemical properties similar to the material being analyzed (Gregg and Sing 1982; Rouquerol et al. 1999) . In this way, this method is not related to the BET model, thereby avoiding the deviations observed for the application of t-plot that are noted in some cases.
The above mentioned methodologies are the so-called macroscopic methods for the characterization of porous materials. The advances made in computational methods helped in developing new microscopic methods based on statistical mechanics, which can describe the configuration of the adsorbed phase on a molecular level (Thommes 2010) . These methods were improved with successive works made since 1989 (Seaton et al. 1989 ) and nowadays different methodologies are available, such as the density functional theory (DFT) for the characterization of porous materials with specific pore geometry corresponding to a determined adsorbate-adsorbent interaction (Ravikovitch and Neimark 2006) . However, to apply these microscopic methods, in most cases, specialized software with specific kernels is necessary to analyze the experimental adsorption-desorption isotherms.
In this work, a critical study of the calculation of micropore and mesopore volumes by α s -plot method was carried out and compared with the Dubinin-Radushkevich (DR), t-plot and DFT methods. For this purpose, several nanoporous materials with different chemical properties were selected. Among the samples chosen, activated carbons (ACs) with different pore-size distributions, a single-walled carbon nanotube (SWNT), a zeolite (MS5A), mesoporous carbons (CMK-3), ordered mesoporous siliceous materials (MCM-41 and SBA-15) and pillared clays (PILCs) were analyzed.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

Materials
Microporous materials
The microporous materials used in this work were three different ACs (AC1, AC2 and AC3), a SWNT and a zeolite (MS5A). The ACs were synthesized from different lignocellulosic materials under different activating conditions. The AC1 sample was obtained from coconut shells by chemical activation (with a 40% wt of zinc chloride), followed by carbon dioxide activation (developing a 28% burn-off). Details of this procedure are described in García . The AC2 sample was obtained from olive cake (a by-product in olive oil manufacture) by chemical activation (with phosphoric acid in a ratio of 0.42 g P/g of raw material). Details of the procedure are described in Solar et al. (2010) . The AC3 sample was obtained from peach stones by chemical activation (with phosphoric acid). Details of the procedure are described in Soares Maia et al. (2010) .
SWNT was a commercial sample of carbon nanotubes obtained by the HiPco process. According to the product sheet, the diameter of the nanotubes is approximately 0.8-1.2 nm. The zeolitic material used in this work was a MS5A (SARM 2012; Quantachrome Instruments).
Mesoporous materials
The selected mesoporous materials include two ordered mesoporous silica materials (MCM-41 and SBA-15) and three nanostructured mesoporous carbons materials (CMK-3_A, CMK-3_B and CMK-3_C). The MCM-41 and SBA-15 samples were synthetized according to the nonhydrothermal procedure described in Barrera et al. (2011) .
Synthesis of the nanostructured carbons (CMK-3) was performed based on some modifications of different conditions (synthesis) reported earlier (Jun et al. 2000; Srinivasu et al. 2008) . This synthesis was carried out using SBA-15 as the template and different amounts of sucrose as the carbon source. Following polymerization, the composite was carbonized under a nitrogen flow (180 cm 3 /minute) at 1173 K with a heating rate of 3 K/minute for 6 hours. The nanostructured carbons were recovered by leaching the mesoporous framework in hydrofluoric acid solution (5% wt) at room temperature for 24 hours. The carbons obtained without template were filtered and washed several times with an equimolar mixture of deionized water and ethanol. Finally, the nanostructured carbons were dried overnight at 353 K.
Micro-mesoporous materials
The micro-mesoporous materials studied were pillared interlayered clays (PILCs) synthesized from a natural clay (NC, montmorillonite) using different oligocations.
The silica-pillared clay (Si-PILC) was synthesized based on the procedure described by Han et al. (1997) with some modifications. A NC suspension of 1% wt in deionized water was mixed with a SiO 2 -Fe 2 O 3 oligocation. The mixture was successively washed with hydrochloric acid and then with deionized water. The solid obtained was filtered before drying.
The iron-pillared clay (Fe-PILC) was synthesized based on the procedure proposed by Yamanaka et al. (1984) in which an aqueous solution of the oligocation [Fe 3 (OCOCH 3 ) 7 OH·2H 2 O]NO 3 is added to 1% wt suspension of NC in deionized water. The mixture was stirred for 3 hours and the suspension was filtered, washed with deionized water and then dried.
The aluminium-pillared clay (Al-PILC) was obtained following the methodology proposed by Sapag and Mendioroz (2001) . The oligocation [Al IV Al VI 12 O 4 (OH) 24 (H 2 O) 12 ] 7+ is obtained and added to a 3% wt suspension of NC in deionized water. The solid is then separated by decantation, washed with deionized water by dialysis and then dried.
The zirconium-pillared clay (Zr-PILC) was synthesized based on the methodology proposed by Farfan-Torres et al. (1991) , involving the addition of oligocation solution [Zr 4 (OH) 14 (H 2 O) 10 ] 2+ to a 1% wt suspension of NC in deionized water. The mixture was stirred for 2 hours, filtered, washed with deionized water and then dried.
All the PILC precursors were calcined at 773 K for 1 hour to obtain the Si-PILC, Fe-PILC, Al-PILC and Zr-PILC samples.
Characterization
Nitrogen adsorption-desorption at 77 K Samples analyzed were characterized by nitrogen (99.999%) adsorption-desorption isotherms at 77 K. These samples were previously degassed for 12 hours up to a residual pressure of 0.5 Pa with different temperatures for the samples analyzed (523 K for the carbonaceous microporous materials, 673 K for the MS5A sample and 473 K for the other materials). These measurements were carried out using Autosorb 1MP and iQ (Quantachrome Instruments) and ASAP 2000 (Micromeritics Instrument Corporation).
Methods
The BET method (Brunauer et al. 1938 ) was used to estimate the specific surface area (S BET ) of the samples, in which the conditions of linearity and considerations regarding the method were fulfilled.
The DR, t-plot, α s -plot and DFT methods were used to analyze the experimental data obtained from nitrogen adsorption isotherms. DR equation is given by equation (1) as follows:
(1)
where V corresponds to the volume adsorbed; V µP is the micropore volume expressed as liquid volume, assuming that the density of the adsorbed phase is equal to that of the adsorbate in the liquid phase; T is the temperature of the adsorption experiment; β‚ is the affinity coefficient and E 0 is the characteristic adsorption energy. The applicability range of DR equation is usually between 10 -5 and 0.2-0.4 of relative pressure, considering that all micropores have been filled in this p/p 0 range (Dubinin 1960). The t-plot method compares an isotherm of a porous material with a standard isotherm of a
non-porous material (Lippens and de Boer 1965) . To apply this method, the experimental isotherm data are used to calculate the adsorbed layer thickness, t, by applying different t equations. By plotting the adsorbed liquid volume versus t, a straight line in the multi-layer region is obtained. The intercept of equation (2) gives the micropore volume, whereas its slope (m t ) is related to the external surface (S ext , in m 2 /g). S ext corresponds to the area of those pores that are not micropores.
(2) Table 1 shows the reported t equations for several materials and their respective application ranges.
The α s -plot is a method similar to the t-plot, but without assuming any adsorbed layer thickness value (Sing 1968 ). In the former method, the standard isotherm used is a plot of α s versus p/p 0 , in which the α s values are the amounts adsorbed on a reference material normalized by its amount adsorbed at a relative pressure of 0.4 [V 0.4 (ref) ]. The reference material is a non-porous sample, with chemical composition similar to the sample being analyzed. From these data, the α s -plot is obtained by plotting the adsorbed liquid volume versus α s , in the manner similar to that described for t-plot. The S ext value (in m 2 /g) is obtained by relating the slope of the straight line of the α splot (m α ) to the V 0.4 (ref) value (in cm 3 STP/g), and S BET(ref) (in m 2 /g) for a reference material, as shown in equation (3).
( 3) In addition, in mesoporous materials, with a well-defined capillary condensation step, a second linear region at high α s values allows us to obtain information about the mesoporous volume (V MP ) of the material being analyzed.
The microscopic methods based on DFT were applied using the software of the equipment, which is described in each case. Figure 1 shows the nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms at 77 K for the five microporous materials analyzed. It can be seen that all these materials show high adsorbed amounts at low relative pressures, which is due to the presence of micropores. AC3 and MS5A samples are Type I isotherms, often associated with materials that are basically microporous (Sing et al. 1985) , while the AC1, AC2 and SWNT samples exhibited hysteresis loops, which indicate the presence of mesopores in these materials.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Microporous Materials
The isotherms, for the three ACs, show an increasing mesoporosity, which is reflected in the slope of the adsorption branch at relative pressures > 0.1. The SWNT sample showed an abrupt increase at relative pressures higher than 0.8, which is due to the presence of larger mesopores. Table 2 shows the textural properties of microporous materials based on the nitrogen adsorption isotherms. The micropore volumes were calculated by different methods to compare 
differences among them. Micropore volumes obtained by the DR equation [equation (1)] were calculated in a range of relative pressures between 10 -5 and 10 -2 . The t equations used in the t-plot method for carbonaceous and zeolitic materials were carbon black (CB) and Harkins-Jura (HJ), respectively ( Table 1) . The V µP-DFT values, which correspond to the cumulative pore volumes at 2 nm pore sizes, were obtained using the quenched solid state density functional theory (QSDFT) kernel for carbons (Neimark et al. 2009 ) and the non-localized density functional theory (NLDFT) kernel for silicas (Neimark and Ravikovitch 2001) based on the adsorption data for carbonaceous and zeolitic materials, respectively. In the case of α s -plot method, several standard isotherms for nitrogen adsorption at 77 K are reported for carbonaceous materials. Some of them were obtained (Kaneko et al. 1992) and Cabot BP 280 (Kruk et al. 1997a )] or graphitized [GCB-1 (Nakai et al. 2010) ]. Considering the requirement for standard isotherms, a non-graphitized CB was selected for ACs. Among the standard isotherms mentioned for this kind of materials, the high-resolution adsorption isotherm for Cabot BP 280 was selected because its data can be extended up to relative pressures significantly lower than the other reference materials; however, taking into account the structure carbon nanotubes, the graphitized CB (GCB-1) was chosen. Regarding the MS5A material, Fransil-I, non-porous hydroxylated silica (Bhambhani et al. 1972) , was selected as the reference material. Figure 2 presents various examples of the fits obtained by applying the specified methods for calculating the micropore volumes of a microporous (AC3) and a micro-mesoporous (AC1) carbon.
Our results of the fit showed that micropore volumes obtained by these methods were basically similar in microporous materials (AC3 and MS5A), as shown in Figures 3(a and b) . However, for the other carbonaceous materials (AC1, AC2 and SWNT), the micropore volumes present differences between them, which are related to the high mesoporosity proportion, as shown in Figures 3(c and d) . An overestimation in the V µP-DR value in comparison with those obtained by other methods can be noted in the figure. This overestimation increases with the mesoporosity. Similar results had been reported previously by several authors (Remy and Poncelet 1995; Falabella et al. 1998; Brouwer et al. 2007) . Another interesting note is that small differences between V µP-t and V µP-α could be related to the fact that t-plot method uses an empirical equation for estimating the t values, whereas α s -plot method uses experimental data. Furthermore, a good agreement between V µP-DFT and V µP-α was found. Figure 3 shows the nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms at 77 K for carbonaceous [ Figure  4 Textural properties of mesoporous materials are shown in Table 3 . The V µP-DR values were obtained in the same range of relative pressures used for microporous materials. The t equations used in the t-plot method for CMK-3 and siliceous materials were CB and HJ-Kruk-Jaroniec-Sayari (KJS) equations, respectively (Table 1) . The V MP-DFT values are the primary mesopore volumes calculated from their pore-size distributions using the hybrid (slitcylindrical pore) QSDFT kernel for micro-mesoporous carbons (Gor et al. 2012 ) and the NLDFT kernel for silicas (Neimark and Ravikovitch 2001) , for CMK-3 and siliceous mesoporous materials, respectively. Previous reports have shown that CMK-3 presents well-defined graphitic domains within their carbon nanorods (Zhou et al. 2003; Ignat et al. 2010) . Taking this fact into account, the standard isotherm selected for applying the α s -plot method for ordered mesoporous carbons (CMK-3) was the GCB-1. For ordered mesoporous silica materials, the LiChrospher Si-1000 standard isotherm was selected (Jaroniec et al. 1999) .
Mesoporous Materials
Examples of the fits obtained using these methods for calculating the micropore and primary mesopore volumes for CMK-3_C and MCM-41 are shown in Figure 4 .
The results show that the V µP-DR values were highly overestimated compared with the micropore volumes obtained by other methods [Figures 4(a and b) ]. This fact can be due to the essentially mesoporous character of CMK-3, SBA-15 and MCM-41 samples. Despite the fact that the MCM-41 is a purely mesoporous material, DR method indicated that it has microporosity [ Figure 4(d) ]. The V µP-t values obtained for carbonaceous mesoporous materials using the t-plot method were lower than those obtained by the α s -plot and DFT methods (which presented similar values). These deviations could be related to the fact that the t equation (CB) might not adequately represent these kinds of materials. In the case of the SBA-15 sample, the micropore volumes obtained by t-plot, α s -plot and DFT methods showed a good agreement. However, the value obtained by the t-plot method for the MCM-41 sample was significantly negative, as observed in Figure 4(c) , due to the limited application range of the t equation (HJ-KJS), which does not allow fitting data at relative pressures below than 0.1.
The micropore volumes obtained using the α s -plot were consistent with those obtained by the DFT method. However, it is to be noted that the micropore volumes calculated using standard isotherms of non-graphitized CBs do not follow the same tendency as the results reported in Table  3 for V µP-α and V µP-DFT . These results reflect the importance of selecting the standard isotherm to calculate the micropore volume. By contrast, the primary mesopore volumes (V MP ) obtained by the different methods show a good agreement. Figure 5 shows nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms at 77 K of different PILCs. These materials present a combination of Type I, at low relative pressures, and Type II isotherms according to the IUPAC classification. The high amount of adsorption at low relative pressures is due to the presence of micropores, which are formed by the pillaring process. The mesoporosity of these materials is evidenced by the presence of hysteresis loops.
Micro-mesoporous Materials
Standard isotherms of PILCs
Despite the availability of standard isotherms reported for the characterization of different nanoporous materials, standard isotherms for PILCs have not been reported yet. Thus, the α s -plot method is not frequently used to calculate the micropore volume of PILCs. Very few authors apply this method using the NC calcined at high temperatures (approximately 1073 K) as the reference material (Gil and Montes 1994; Roca Jalil et al. 2013) . However, there are no studies regarding the influence of the oxide type formed in the inter-layer during pillaring for standard isotherms.
In this work, nitrogen standard isotherms for PILCs were measured on reference materials obtained by heat treatment of each synthesized PILC (with the different oligocations). Considering the fact that dehydroxylation temperature of the montmorillonite is approximately 873 K and that the fusion of the NC occurs close to 1773 K (de Souza Santos 1989) , the calcination temperature was chosen as 1273 K to obtain the reference materials. The samples were calcined with a heating rate of 10 K/minute up to 1273 K, and maintaining this temperature for 1 hour. The reference materials were labelled according to their corresponding oligocation as Si-PILC 1273K , Al-PILC 1273K , Fe-PILC 1273K and Zr-PILC 1273K . To perform the nitrogen adsorption isotherm for the reference materials, some authors (Kruk et al. 1997a; Nakai et al. 2010 ) have proposed the need for obtaining high-resolution adsorption isotherm data [isotherms from very low relative pressures (approximately 10 -5 ) with enough experimental points (approximately 100)].
The high-resolution nitrogen adsorption isotherms were measured in a manometric equipment (Autosorb-iQ, Quantachrome Instruments), which is equipped with 1000-, 10-and 1-torr transducers that provide high accuracy and high resolution in all the range of relative pressures. These materials were previously degassed at 523 K for 12 hours. Several measurements were performed to guarantee the reliability of the reported data. Figure 6 shows the high-resolution nitrogen adsorption isotherms at 77 K for Al-PILC 1273K , Si-PILC 1273K , Zr-PILC 1273K and Fe-PILC 1273K . For comparative purposes, isotherms of the NC 0.0001 0.0002 0.0003 0.0004 0.0005 0.0006 0.0007 0.0008 0.0009 0.001 0.0012 0.0014 0.0016 0.0018 0.0021 0.0024 0.0027 0.003 0.0034 0.0038 0.0043 0.0048 0.0053 0.0058 0.0063 0.0071 0.0076 0.0084 0. Al-PILC 1273K : S BET = 2.42 m 2 /g, V 0.4 = 0.72 cm 3 STP/g; Si-PILC 1273K : S BET = 2.19 m 2 /g, V 0.4 = 0.65 cm 3 STP/g; Zr-PILC 1273K : S BET = 4.29 m 2 /g, V 0.4 = 1.48 cm 3 STP/g; Fe-PILC 1273K : S BET = 5.69 m 2 /g, V 0.4 = 2.04 cm 3 STP/g calcined at 1073 K and Fransil-I (Bhambhani et al. 1972) were included in this figure. Specific surface areas of the PILC reference materials were calculated at relative pressure ranges between 0.14 and 0.3. These S BET values and the adsorbed volume at p/p 0 = 0.4 (V 0.4 ) are shown in Table  4 , where the standard isotherms data are given. As can be observed in Figure 6 , the isotherms of the reference materials present significant differences among them at low and high relative pressures, suggesting the influence of the chemical nature of each material. Differences observed in the isotherms of non-porous reference materials for PILC could be due to the type of oxides that constitute the pillars. In addition, these materials present variations with respect to the NC 1073K , perhaps because it was calcined at a lower temperature than the PILC reference materials. By contrast, similar behaviour at low pressures is observed between Si-PILC 1273K and Al-PILC 1273K and between Fe-PILC 1273K and Zr-PILC 1273K , which could be due to similarities in their surface chemical character. It can be observed that Fransil-I isotherm present differences with the PILC reference materials, perhaps due to the fact that the former is a hydroxylated siliceous material and the latter ones are aluminosilicates containing other oxides as well. Table 5 shows textural properties of the PILCs studied, in which the micropore volumes were determined from the fits shown in Figure 7 . The V µP-DR values were determined in a relative pressure range between 10 -4 and 10 -2 . The HJ equation was used in the t-plot method to evaluate V µP-t . The α s -plot method was applied using the respective standard isotherm of each PILC material. The V µP-DFT was obtained using the kernel for PILC surface with cylindrical pore geometry (Olivier and Occelli 2001) available in Micromeritics equipment software. From Figure 7 it can be seen that the DR plots of Al-, Zr-and Fe-PILC present deviations from linearity [Figures 7(e, g and h) ], which could be related to the heterogeneity in their micropores (Gil et al. 2008) . These deviations introduce some uncertainty in the calculation of micropore volumes. In addition, an overestimation of V µP-DR with respect to those obtained by the α s -plot and the other methods can be seen as well. This overestimation increases in samples with a higher amount of mesopores than micropores (Zr-and Fe-PILC).
Otherwise, the V µP-t values were lower than those obtained by the α s -plot and DFT methods, as shown in Figures 7(a-d) . This underestimation could be related to the use of a t-equation (based on the adsorption data of non-porous Al 2 O 3 ; de Boer et al. 1966) , which has a different chemical nature than the PILC materials. In addition, a high dispersion in the micropore volumes obtained from the three different methods was observed in Si-and Fe-PILC samples, perhaps due to a lack in the definition of point B (the definition of point B is presented in Rouquerol et al. 1999) in their adsorption isotherms, as can be seen in Figure 5 . This lack of definition also affects the selection of a reliable linear region for applying the t-and α s -plot methods, as it was mentioned in other publications (Bhambhani et al. 1972 ).
An aspect worth mentioning here is that the kernel used in the application of the DFT method is the unique one available for PILC, and it considers pores with cylindrical geometry. However, it is known that the pores in the PILC correspond to slit-pore geometry (Gil and Montes 1994) . Taking this fact into account, reliable micropore volumes were obtained by applying the α s -plot method with standard isotherms for each PILC material to ensure that the reference material presents the same chemical nature. Anyway, the values of V µP-α and V µP-DFT are in agreement with those observed in the characterization of the other porous materials under study.
CONCLUSIONS
In this work, a comparative study for the determination of micropore and mesopore volumes by different methods was carried out using several nanoporous materials. It was observed that for those samples that present a high proportion of mesoporosity, the micropore volume obtained by the DR equation is overestimated with respect to the other evaluated methods. This behaviour is independent of the pore geometry or the chemical nature of the samples. By contrast, the other three analyzed methods showed similar micropore volumes. Nevertheless, the t-plot method showed small differences compared with the other methods, which could be due to its dependence on the chemical nature of the samples studied. These deviations are related to the use of empirical t equations that are not always accurate with the chemical nature of the material analyzed. Such equations could be avoided by using data from non-porous reference materials with similar chemical properties (α s -plot method).
It was found that micropore volumes obtained by the α s -plot method were in agreement with those obtained by the NLDFT and QSDFT methods in all the studied materials, despite the differences in their pore geometry and chemical nature. In the case of PILC materials, it was important to measure the high-resolution standard isotherms for each PILC, so as to ensure the validity of the reported results.
Therefore, based on the findings reported herein, it can be concluded that the α s -plot method is a versatile and reliable method for characterizing nanoporous solids (achieved by selecting an appropriate standard isotherm) and obtaining the best results using high-resolution standard isotherms. Four high-resolution standard isotherms for Al-, Si-, Zr-and Fe-PILC materials were measured and reported in this work.
